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F o s t e r Rhea Du l l e s 
Mr. P r e s i d e n t , Members of the graduating c l a s s , l a d l e s and gentlemen: 
For you men and women who are graduating today from Ohio 
State U n i v e r s i t y , present world c o n d i t i o n s o f f e r a magnificent challenge. 
I am not going t o condole w i t h you upon the harsh circumstances which 
mark t h i s g r a d u a t i o n . This country i s at war. The e n t i r e world i s 
at war* Going deeper beneath the surface of present day events, we 
are confronted w i t h a s o c i a l r e v o l u t i o n which Involves a l l the 
peoples of the e a r t h . Your l i v e s w i l l i n e v i t a b l y be swept i n t o the 
w h i r l i n g v o r t e x of these great events. For a time - and no one can 
say f o r how long - your i n d i v i d u a l i n t e r e s t s , your I n d i v i d u a l hopes 
and a s p i r a t i o n s , w i l l be submerged by the f e l t n e c e s s i t i e s of the hour. 
But you stand on the t h r e s h o l d of a new world, and the opportunity 
of making i t a b e t t e r world than anything past generations have ever 
known i s the s t i r r i n g challenge which confronts you. 
Something l e s s than a quarter of a century ago, another such 
opportunity was at hand. We had fought - and s u c c e s s f u l l y fought - a 
war which i n our high i d e a l i s m we b e l i e v e d would make the world safe 
f o r democracy, a war that would end a l l wars. But we thought that 
v i c t o r y alone marked the attainment of our g o a l . I t was t o usher i n 
Utopia. In 1919 we b e l i e v e d that the job was done, and nothing more 
was demanded of us. I do not mean merely that the United States 
refused t o J o i n the League of Nations. Our r e a l l y t r a g i c mistake, I 
t h i n k , was i n f a i l i n g t o r e a l i z e that we had t o make democracy safe 
f o r the world, as w e l l as make the world safe f o r democracy. — And 
there was a great deal to be done. 
Such economic developments of the t w e n t i e t h century as the 
r i s e of i n d u s t r i a l i s m , mass methods of production In our f a c t o r i e s , 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l unermV oyment, over-expansion i n a g r i c u l t u r e - a l l these 
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complex f a c t o r s were working a change i n the s t a t u s of great masses 
of people. T h e i r economic freedom was being s e r i o u s l y threatened, 
and i n many oases g r e a t l y c u r t a i l e d . The Western World had l a r g e l y 
achieved p o l i t i c a l demooracy - but what of s o c i a l democracy? In our 
i n d u s t r i a l i z e d s o c i e t y , i t s bases were f a r from secure. And yet the 
one had l i t t l e meaning without the other. A man deprived of the 
r i g h t t o work, could not be s a t i s f i e d w i t h the p r i v i l e g e of v o t i n g . 
A man who wae hungry, or whose c h i l d r e n were hungry, could not s u s t a i n 
h i m s e l f on the B i l l of R i g h t s . We d i d not recognize then - as I t h i n k 
we do now - as President Roosevelt and Prime M i n i s t e r C h u r c h i l l have 
made c l e a r i n the A t l a n t i c c h a r t e r • that democracy must be based not 
only upon freedom of speech and freedom of r e l i g i o n , but a l s o upon 
freedom from want and freedom from f e a r . 
• * # » 
We are now again engaged i n war. Let me read a b r i e f 
quotation* 
"Our object i s t o v i n d i c a t e the p r i n c i p l e s of peaoe and 
J u s t i c e i n the l i f e of the world as against s e l f i s h and 
a u t o c r a t i c power, and t o set up amongst the r e a l l y f r e e 
and self-governed peoples of the world such a concert of 
purpose and of a c t i o n as w i l l henceforth ensure the 
observance of those p r i n c i p l e s . . . . N e u t r a l i t y I s no longer 
f e a s i b l e or d e s i r a b l e when the peaoe of the world i s i n -
v o l v e d , and the freedom of peoples, and the menace to that 
peaoe and freedom l i e s In the existence of a u t o e r a t i o 
governments backed by organized f o r c e which i s c o n t r o l l e d 
wholly by t h e i r w i l l , not by the w i l l of t h e i r people." 
But those are not the words of President Roosevelt, nor 
of any one of today* a l e a d e r s . They are the words of Woodrow Wilson 
i n 1917, But although the primary o b j e c t i v e of today*s war so c l o s e l y 
p a r a l l e l s that of the war twenty-five years ago, v i c t o r y must be 
construed i n q u i t e d i f f e r e n t terms. I t w i l l mark a beginning not an 
end - another o p p o r t u n i t y , another chance, t o make democracy t r u l y 
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effeotive. Our real goal Is to establish a world in whloh individual 
freedom and ooonomlc security - for nations and for men - nay eon enow 
be reconciled. »inning the war w i l l not solve this basic problem of 
our age. but i t w i l l dear the tracks for progressive action. Hitlerism -
with i t s s t i f l i n g of individual freedom and degradation of human 
dignity - i s an obstacle which must be overcome before we renew the 
march toward social democracy. Hitlerism is not the wave of the 
future; i t is a dangerous undertow. It is counter-revolution against 
the basic forces within the democratic nations that are working slowly 
toward a new world order of their own - a world order that w i l l give 
reality to democratic principles that have never been really applied. 
It has taken us long to realise what we must do - to 
establish a unified purpose among the enemies of aggression, to win 
national unity here in the United States. But i t i s to our everlasting 
credit, I believe, that we have been so slow to go to war. The 
unreadiness of the democratic nations, as contrasted with the 
organized might of Germany, Italy and Japan, marks a v i t a l distinction 
between our opposed philosophies. Moreover indeolsion and delay, 
blunders and mistakes, are the price invariably payed for a p o l i t i c a l 
system that draws i t s support from the freely expressed w i l l of a l l 
the people. 
There is much criticism today of failure in this country to 
meet the f u l l responsibilities of war - criticism of the executive by 
members of Congress, crltlolsm of Congress by the people, criticism 
of industry by labor, criticism of labor by industry - each group 
finding the other at fault. There i s value in criticism - but l e t i t 
be constructive, and l e t us be sure we are doing our own part before 
we attack others. And despite this crltlolsm, Justified as much 
of i t may he, the United States is today making far greater progress 
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toward e f f e o t i v e a c t i o n on the f r o n t l i n e than at a oomparahle p e r i o d 
i n the f i r s t World War. In January, 1918 - a f t e r we had been at war 
ten long and d i s c o u r a g i n g montha - a Senate committee b l u n t l y reported 
that "the m i l i t a r y establishment of America has broken down. I t has 
almost ceased f u n c t i o n i n g " . But the P a l l of that same year, two 
m i l l i o n men were on the f i g h t i n g f r o n t i n Prance three thousand mi l e s 
away. 
Delay, blunders, l o s s of opportunity are a consequence of 
the f a c t that the people of a democracy must determine t h e i r own 
course. They are slow i n f i n d i n g themselves. That i s at present 
our weakness; but i t i t a l s o the source of our u l t i m a t e s t r e n g t h . 
Some of you may r e c a l l t h a t moving passage i n John Steinbeck's 
b r i l l i a n t new book "The Moon i s Down". The Norwegian mayor, about to 
be a r r e s t e d , has t o l d the commander of the German f o r c e s of occupation 
that the day w i l l come when the Germans w i l l be d r i v e n out and 
destroyed. "The people don't l i k e t o be conquered, s i r , and s o 
they w i l l not be. Free men cannot s t a r t a war, but once i t l a s t a r t e d , 
they can f i g h t on i n defeat. Herd men, f o l l o w e r s of a l e a d e r , cannot 
do t h a t , and so i t i s always the herd men who win the b a t t l e s and the 
f r e e men who win wars." 
We know that t o be t r u e . We know that u l t i m a t e l y we w i l l 
win t h i s war - i n Europe and i n the Far East. But t h i s time we must 
win the peace too - and that a l s o demands confidence, j u s t as much aa 
war i t s e l f - confidence i n o u r s e l v e s , and In our p r i n c i p l e s . 
• 
Before the war the Governments of Germany and Japan 
a t t r i b u t e d our a v e r s i o n from war t o weakness, t o s o f t n e s s , t o decadence. 
But f o r a l l our blunders democracy i s proving that i t i s n e i t h e r weak, 
nor s o f t , nor decadent. I t i s the people - everywhere - who are today 
demanding more en e r g e t i c e f f o r t s on the p a r t of the government, demanding 
that the United Nations take the o f f e n s i v e . I t i s the people - everywhere -
who by t h e i r v o l u n t a r y acceptance of wartime r e s t r i c t i o n s are proving 
that democracy can r i s e t o a o r i e l s . Already H i t l e r and the Japanese 
are l e a r n i n g how completely they m i s c a l c u l a t e d the American r e a c t i o n 
t o war. We are g r a d u a l l y a s s e r t i n g that dynamic st r e n g t h l a t e n t In 
democracy that d u r i n g the 1930*s appeared to have passed over t o the 
f a s c i s t n a t i o n s . 
Along what l i n e s w i l l t hat r e v i v e d power be d i r e c t e d when 
the Immediate task of defeating Germany and Japan i s accomplished? 
V i c t o r i o u s i n war, can democracy a l s o be v i c t o r i o u s i n peace? The 
d e c i s i o n i s ours. I n s o f a r as t h i s country Is concerned, the f u t u r e 
i s what the American people choose t o make i t . We must t h i n k of i t 
nowj we must plan f o r i t now. When peace breaks out, as i t w i l l , we 
cannot a f f o r d t o be caught ae unready as we were when war broke out. 
And t h i s i n v o l v e s , f i r s t , our i n t e r n a t i o n a l r o l e i n the postwar world; 
second, our p o l i c i e s here at home. 
The United States cannot avoid i t s i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t l e s -
they are Inherent i n our economic and p o l i t i c a l s t r e n g t h . "In f o r e i g n 
a f f a i r s " , Theodore Roosevelt s t a t e d almost f o r t y years ago, "we must 
make up our minds t h a t , whether we wish i t or not, we are a great 
people and must p l a y a great p a r t i n the world. I t i s not open to 
us t o choose whether we w i l l p l a y that part or n o t . We have t o p l a y 
i t . A l l we can decide i s whether we s h a l l p l a y i t w e l l or i l l . " 
Once the enemy i s defeated, m i l i t a r i s m overthrown and the 
aggressor nations completely disarmed, the world w i l l l o o k t o American 
l e a d e r s h i p . How s h a l l we e x e r c i s e i t ? 
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We must i n the f i r s t place r e a l i s e that i t i i a r e v o l u t i o n 
as w e l l as a war i n which the world i s engaged* For our own sake we 
must do what we oan t o prevent t h i s r e v o l u t i o n from becoming one of 
post-war blood and v i o l e n c e . The extent t o which we are prepared 
t o a f f o r d the r e a t of the w o r l d generous and u n s t i n t e d a s s i s t a n c e 
may s p e l l the d i f f e r e n c e between anarchy and order. We must a i d i n 
the r e c o n s t r u c t i o n of Europe along l i n e s which the f r e e n a t i o n s of 
Europe w i l l themselves determine) we must seek understanding - and 
perhaps nothing w i l l be more Important - w i t h Soviet Russia; we must 
recognise the r i g h t of the peoples of A s i a t o the freedom f o r whioh 
they are s t r u g g l i n g . I t i s not our f u n c t i o n t o attempt t o impose 
democracy upon any of these n a t i o n s . Their government i s t h e i r own 
concern. 80 long as they r e f r a i n from aggression, we should be 
prepared t o cooperate w i t h them. 
One o e r t a i n r e s u l t of v i c t o r y i n t h i s war, I b e l i e v e , w i l l 
be the c r e a t i o n of a t r u l y independent China. For almost f i v e years 
t h a t country has been h e r o i o a l l y r e s i s t i n g Japanese aggression. With 
almost a t h i r d of her t e r r i t o r y occupied by the enemy, with her means 
of access t o the outside world one by one out o f f , China s t i l l f i g h t s 
on. "My armies may bend", General Chiang Kai-shek has d e c l a r e d , 
"but they w i l l never break". When we f e e l discouraged, the f o r t i t u d e , 
the courage, the patience of the Chinese people should i n s p i r e us 
t o new e f f o r t s . China w i l l be f r e e at the olose of the war. I t 
must be e China f r e e not only of the threat of Japanese domination 
but of attempted encroachments upon i t s independence on the p a r t of 
any other n a t i o n . There must be an end t o nineteenth century 
i m p e r i a l i s m i n the Far East. The new world r o l e of the peoples of 
A s l s - t o whioh China i s today d r a m a t i c a l l y summoning them - should 
be both reoognised and welcomed by the peoples of the West. 
We must be prepared a l s o , I b e l i e v e , t o recognize the 
r i g h t s of the common people of the defeated n a t i o n s , and t h e i r 
l e g i t i m a t e economic needs. I am one of thoee who b e l i e v e that i t i s 
as t r u e today as i t was some two cent u r i e s ago t h a t you cannot i n d i c t 
a whole people. There are those who maintain that hatred - hatred 
of the enemy peoples - i s a necessary weapon of war. I do not know 
that i t w i l l make us f i g h t more e f f e c l t v e l y j I f e e l c e r t a i n that i t 
would b l o c k the road t o l a s t i n g peaoe. This lime we must have a world 
settlement which w i l l both set up e f f e c t i v e c o n t r o l s against f u r t h e r 
aggression, and avoid the i n j u s t i c e s whioh are the seedbed of 
aggression* Vie must be f i r m , tough-minded, where firmness i s i n 
order; we must be c o n c i l i a t o r y where concessions arc e s s e n t i a l . The 
importance of p s y c h o l o g i c a l disarmament as w e l l as p h y s i c a l disarmament 
must be remembered. The l a t t e r can be accomplished by f o r c e ; the 
former only by f a i r d e a l i n g . The f u t u r e peaoe cannot be confined i n a 
s t r a i t j a c k e t . I t must provide the means f o r i t s own r e v i s i o n as 
co n d i t i o n s change i n a s w i f t l y changing world. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
gangsters - H i t l e r , M u s s o l i n i , the Japanese m i l i t a r y - must be 
compelled t o pay the f u l l p enalty f o r t h e i r crimes against s o c i e t y , 
but we must t r y t o remedy the con d i t i o n s that are r e s p o n s i b l e f o r 
gangsterism* 
Such a peace i s p o s s i b l e * To d e s p a i r of our a b i l i t y t o 
make i t , i s defeatism as dangerous as defeatism In war. We must th i n k 
i n terms of opportunity r a t h e r than problems. Perhaps t h i s war i s a 
scourge of God, sent t o arouse Europe t o the n e c e s s i t y of cooperation, 
t o e s t a b l i s h the freedom of the peoples of A s i a , t o r e v i t a l i z e 
democracy i n America. When i t i s f i n a l l y over, the s l a t e w i l l be clean 
f o r a generation t h a t has learned the lessons of the past t o w r i t e 
another and more hopeful chapter i n world h i s t o r y . 
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Here a t horn* - In the United States - i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y 
should a l s o c l e a r the way t o deal more r e i i a t i c a l l y and e f f e c t i v e l y 
w i t h domestic a f f a i r s . The un d e r l y i n g trends i n our n a t i o n a l develop-
ment today are f u l l of promise. Our tremendous war e f f o r t showswoat 
we can r e a l l y do. The m o b i l i z a t i o n of our resources f o r war po i n t s 
the way toward t h e i r continued m o b i l i z a t i o n f o r peaoe i n the i n t e r e s t s 
of the people as a whole. We have already made s u b s t a n t i a l progress 
toward meeting the need of economic s e c u r i t y f o r the common man without 
s a c r i f i c i n g the b a s i c p r o v i s i o n s of i n d i v i d u a l l i b e r t y . A l a b o r 
movement - growing not only i n st r e n g t h but a l s o i n s o c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ; 
f i n a n c i a l c o n t r o l s and methods of t a x a t i o n that serve t o promote a 
more e q u i t a b l e d i s t r i b u t i o n of income; the p r o v i s i o n s of our s o c i a l 
s e c u r i t y programj p u b l i c works t h a t add immeasurably t o the wealth of 
the e n t i r e n a t i o n - here i s a developing p a t t e r n f o r a b e t t e r f u t u r e 
f o r the American people. 
The opportunity - as w e l l as the o b l i g a t i o n - t o a i d i n 
post-.var v/or'c rc | MtwOT, I I i 11, |f*J RM MMll few. s a t i s f ; ; | o p9 .'.-rp 
demand of our own people f o r a l l those products which we must now go 
without should be an insurance against economic c o l l a p s e at the close 
of the war. Economists are agreed that there need be no depression -
i f the American people by t h e i r very f e a r s do not help create one. 
Rather than depression, i n f a c t , the post-war demand f o r goods should 
tax our economic resources t o the l i m i t . How can wo doubt that science 
and technology, newly I n s p i r e d , w i l l f a l l t o p o i n t the way t o f u r t h e r 
progress? And such progress - because of our new r e a l i z a t i o n that 
democracy must be based upon economic s e c u r i t y as w e l l as upon 
p o l i t i c a l l i b e r t y - w i l l be b u i l t upon a f i r m e r foundation than at 
any time i n the p a s t . There i s going to be l e s s wealth f o r a 
p r i v i l e g e d m i n o r i t y i n the f u t u r e America, but more r e a l wealth f o r 
the people as a whole. 
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When our I n d u s t r i a l machine i s made over f o r poace, i t w i l l 
be more e f f i c i e n t than ever b e f o r e . The war w i l l have compelled us 
to scrap both machines and methods that are i n e f f i c i e n t and w a s t e f u l . 
In the b u i l d i n g of new homes, i n equipping them wi t h new conveniences 
and l a b o r saving d e v i c e s , i n the production of the automobile of the 
f u t u r e , i n the development of peacetime a i r t r a n s p o r t a t i o n , i n the 
p r o v i s i o n of new forms of popular entertainment - the p e r s i s t e n t 
improvements of past years are bound t o continue. The promise of 
the f u t u r e i s g r e a t e r opportunity and a higher standard of l i v i n g -
again f o r the people as a whole. 
• • • • 
I t i s I n f i n i t e l y t r a g i c that we have t o go through such a 
devastating war before we can remake our world. But i t has not marked 
the breakdown of c i v i l i s a t i o n . I t has energised the great p o t e n t i a l 
s t r e n g t h of democracy. Nevertheless l e t us continue t o he r e a l i s t i c 
about i t . V i c t o r y i n war w i l l not save democracy. Rather i t w i l l 
g i ve democracy another opportunity t o save i t s e l f . And I f i t i s t o 
do so there i s one q u a l i t y of mind that I t h i n k i s more important than 
any b l u e p r i n t s f o r the f u t u r e - a q u a l i t y of mind f o r which the world 
must e s p e c i a l l y r e l y upon youth * upon such young men and women as 
you who are today graduating. 
This i s open-mindedness, e l a s t i c i t y of thought. In t h i s 
dynamic, c o n s t a n t l y changing world, new ideas and new processes are 
e s s e n t i a l t o meet new problems. The h i s t o r y of our country has heen 
one of a l t e r n a t i v e periods of advance and c o n s o l i d a t i o n . We need 
both the conservative and the l i b e r a l . Each has an Important f u n c t i o n 
i n maintaining s o c i e t y upon a steady k e e l . But youth's r o l e should 
be t o press o o n t i n u a l l y forward alone the road t o s o c i a l democracy, 
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w i l l i n g t o experiment, w i l l i n g t o t r y new methods - i t s g o a l constant 
but the means adaptable. 
The u n d e r l y i n g problem of the world today i s the deep and 
t r a g i c c o n f l i c t between the i d e a l and the r e a l . We b e l i e v e i n peace, 
and we are at war] we b e l i e v e i n i n d i v i d u a l freedom ; and we suppress 
the r i g h t s of m i n o r i t i e s ; we b e l i e v e i n s o c i a l J u s t i c e , and here i n 
our own country there are s t i l l those who l i v e i n want and poverty. 
The challenge of our times i s t o g i v e a new v a l i d i t y to the hopes and 
a s p i r a t i o n s which are the b a s i s of democracy as a way of l i f e . This 
challenge can be met. But I t can only be met through a reawakening 
of that f a i t h whioh throughout our n a t i o n a l h i s t o r y as animated a l l 
the great l e a d e r s of democracy - f a i t h In the American people, f a i t h 
i n our i d e a l s , f a i t h i n our a b i l i t y t o r e a l i s e them. 
